
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1170 March 17, 1998
close attention to and, hopefully, sup-
port. This is H. Con. Res. 227. It is a
concurrent resolution directing the
President, pursuant to section 5(c) of
the War Powers Resolution, to remove
United States Armed Forces from the
Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The troops should never have been
sent there in the first place. There was
a lot of controversy. It was far from
unanimous consent from the Congress
to send the troops there. They were
sent there in 1995, and they were to be
there for 18 months, and each time we
came upon a date for removing the
troops, they were extended.

Currently, it is the President’s posi-
tion that the troops will stay indefi-
nitely. He has not set a date, although
the Congress has set a date for this
June for all funding to be removed as
of June and the troops should come
home. This resolution more or less
states that same position. I strongly
favor this, and I believe that the Con-
gress should send a strong message
that we should not casually and care-
lessly send troops around the world to
police the world. This is a good way for
us to get into trouble.

Our national security is not threat-
ened. There was no justification for our
troops to be sent there. There are al-
ways good reasons, though, given be-
cause there are problems. Well, there
are problems every place in the world.
If we try to solve all the problems of
the world, we would not have troops in
a hundred countries like we have now,
we would have them in three or four
hundred countries. But it is true that
we send troops with the most amount
of pressure put upon us to do it.

There are certain countries, like in
Rwanda, Africa, we certainly did not
apply the same rules to that country as
we do to Bosnia and the Persian Gulf
and Iraq. We did not do this when we
saw the mass killings in the Far East
under Pol Pot.

So, under certain circumstances
where there is political pressure made
by certain allies or by interests of oil,
then we are likely to get involved. But
the principle of a noninterventionism
foreign policy should make certain
that we, the Congress, never condone,
never endorse, never promote the
placement of troops around the world
in harm’s way because it is a good way
for men to get killed and, for most pur-
poses, the lives of our American sol-
diers are too valuable to be put into a
situation where there is so much harm
and danger.

Fortunately, there has been no
American deaths in this region, but
there is a good reason for those troops
to come out. The peace has not been
settled, though, there. It is not going
to be. And our 16,000 or 20,000 troops
that we have had there will not be able
to maintain the peace as long as these
warring factions exist. They have ex-
isted not for months, not for a few
years, but literally for hundreds of
years if not thousands of years people
in this region have been fighting
among themselves.

So it is not our responsibility. Yes,
we can condemn the violence; and who
would not? But does that justify the
taxing of American citizens and impos-
ing a threat to American lives by im-
posing and sending our troops to all
these hot spots around the region?

So I strongly urge my fellow col-
leagues to look carefully at this resolu-
tion tomorrow and assume congres-
sional responsibility. It is not the re-
sponsibility of the President to wage
war, to put troops around the world.
That is a congressional responsibility.

So although there has been no dec-
laration of war, we are sitting ducks
for a war to be started. So let us stop
the war before it gets started.

I think we should strongly endorse
this resolution and make sure these
troops come home. It is interesting
that there is a fair amount of support
for this, and we obviously won the vote
on this last year to say the troops
should come home in June of this year.
I suspect and hope that this will be re-
stated, and there will be no excuse to
extend their stay in this region.

But at the same time we win those
kind of votes, and there is a strong sen-
timent here in the Congress when we
are required to vote and there is cer-
tainly a strong sentiment among the
American people that we ought to be
dealing with our problems here at
home, we ought not to assume the role
of world policemen, and we ought to
mind our own business, and we ought
to be concerned about the sovereignty
of the United States, rather than send-
ing our troops around the world under
the auspices of the United Nations and
NATO and literally giving up our sov-
ereignty to international bodies. We
were very confused as to who was real-
ly in charge of foreign policy in Iraq,
whether it was Kofi Annan or whether
it was our President.
f

AGREEMENTS BETWEEN TELE-
VISION STATIONS AND POLICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
Tuesday, January 27, people in my
hometown of Portland, Oregon, were
stunned by a series of events that stem
from a drug raid gone bad. In the midst
of this episode, one Portland police-
woman was killed, another seriously
injured, and a third received more
minor injuries.

Reflecting back on this episode, Mr.
Speaker, there were two areas that
gave great local concern.

One was an activity involved with
the coverage, the live coverage of this
event by local news helicopters on the
raid and the concern on the part of
some that this might have interfered
with the police activities at that event,
both in terms of providing interference,
in terms of communication with the

noise that was involved, the police di-
rect communication, one with another,
and the potential that it was possible
for the gunman in this case to have
used live television broadcasts to be
able to monitor the events at the
scene.

There was another area of great con-
cern, and that was simply the fire-
power of this gunman. To say the least,
it was disturbing that his private arse-
nal included a grenade launcher and
numerous grenades, a crossbow with
darts, a small arsenal of shotguns, ri-
fles, handguns, hundreds of rounds of
ammunition, including 100-round ca-
pacity magazine with 80 rounds inside.

That weapon actually used in the
shooting was an SKS semiautomatic
assault weapon. This weapon was pow-
erful enough that the fatal bullet was
fired through the front door, that it
was possible that there were other bul-
lets that went through the walls of the
house and through both sides of police
car parked outside.

The weapon in question was not on
the 1994 Crime Control Bill of banned
assault weapons, although that bill did
prohibit the manufacture of ammuni-
tion and magazines of more than 10
rounds. However, high-capacity ammu-
nition magazines manufactured prior
to September of 1994 were exempted,
with the expectation that the manufac-
turers would sell off the stockpiles
within a few years.

Unfortunately, that 1994 ban allowed
manufacturers to stockpile a seem-
ingly unlimited supply of high-capac-
ity ammunition magazines which are
still being sold regularly today by
manufacturers, wholesalers, and retail-
ers, 3 years after that ban went into ef-
fect.

This is noteworthy because, although
assault weapons account for a tiny
fraction of the guns in private hands,
they were used in over 13 percent of the
122 fatal law enforcement shootings
that took place in a 21-month period in
1994 and 1995. Of those deaths, almost 20
percent involved high-capacity maga-
zines.

When faced with tragedy of this na-
ture as we faced in Portland, it is im-
portant to reflect on what we learn
from these circumstances. That is the
true story today. The positive changes
were a result of reflection on this epi-
sode.

I am pleased that the local authori-
ties and the news media came together
to deal with an area of friction in the
past to establish a voluntary agree-
ment to be used in emergency situa-
tions in the future. This agreement
will ensure a safe environment for our
police, while guaranteeing that the
public has an access to information.

The stations will no longer show live
shots of special emergency reaction
teams. They will keep helicopters a
mile away and at least 1,000 feet in ele-
vation to prevent disturbance with
emergency police communication.

The police will provide a location as
close as possible to the emergency
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event for a TV pool camera on the
ground and to videotape the operation
for later broadcast. The police in the
communications activities with the
stations have set up a special phone to
give a direct link to the four local news
stations.

This senseless killing served as a
wake-up call for Portland. I think the
model agreement that we have devel-
oped can serve as a model for other
communities in the future.

I would ask my colleagues to reflect
upon the situation that they may see
in their community. Are there appro-
priate agreements in place between the
news media and law enforcement in
their hometowns?

It is clearly not Congress’ role to
have to legislate news coverage. It is,
however, our role to do everything in
our power to make sure that this never
happens again. Congress does have a
role in dealing with the trade, distribu-
tion of and availability of dangerous
weapons; and I hope we will readdress
this in the future.

I encourage my colleagues to learn from
this Portland tragedy. To do so would mean
that the sacrifice of Portland’s finest will not
have been in vain.
f
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2000 CENSUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HOBSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 21, 1997, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to talk about the 2000 Cen-
sus. I realize there are not many people
in Washington focused on that subject
today or this week. While the country
remains fixated on the problems en-
gulfing the White House, the business
of government must go on. The 2000
Census will be the largest peacetime
mobilization ever undertaken by the
Federal Government, and the planning
must continue.

I want to begin by complimenting
and thanking Acting Director James
Holmes. Last week we were headed to-
wards a confrontation over the issue of
congressional access. Last night I re-
ceived word from Mr. Holmes and we
have resolved the issue. I think Mr.
Holmes understands how seriously Con-
gress takes its oversight responsibil-
ities in regard to the census. Given all
the controversy surrounding the meth-
odology of the 2000 Census, the best
way to proceed is to have an open rela-
tionship in the process of information
gathering. Frankly, until Mr. Holmes
arrived, the administration had a dif-
ferent view.

Mr. Speaker, we need cooperation be-
tween Congress and the administration
because at the moment the 2000 Census
is in serious trouble. I have said I be-
lieve we are headed towards a failed
census. The Clinton administration,
without the approval of the Congress,

has designed the largest statistical ex-
periment in U.S. history. The plan is
multifaceted and complicated. If one
element of the plan goes wrong, it can
destroy the accuracy of the entire cen-
sus. The plan depends on an unrealistic
time line and if they do not meet the
deadlines at each step, the plan could
easily fall apart.

The Commerce Department’s own In-
spector General has called the plan
risky. The Inspector General said in
December, ‘‘We conclude that although
the 2000 Census design is risky, the bu-
reau’s fundamental problem is that it
simply may not have enough time to
plan and implement a design that
achieves its dual goals of containing
cost and increasing accuracy.’’ The In-
spector General goes on to state, ‘‘Be-
cause this process is long, complex, and
operating under a tight schedule, there
will be many opportunities for oper-
ational and statistical errors.’’

I have a Ph.D. in statistics and mar-
keting, so I understand clearly the
operational risk of this plan. As a stat-
istician, the administration plan raises
too many red flags to move forward
and spend $4 billion of taxpayers’
money.

Let me try and give my colleagues a
basic outline of this grand experiment.
There are 60,000 census tracks in the
United States. Each contains about
4,000 people. Under this new, untested
theory, the administration wants to
count only 90 percent of the people in
each census track. That is unprece-
dented. For the first time in American
history we will not attempt to count
all Americans. First, they collect all
the census forms returned by mail for
each of the 60,000 census tracks. They
hope to average about 67 percent re-
sponse rate in each track. Then in each
of these 60,000 tracks, they will ran-
domly remove enough remaining ad-
dresses to add up to 10 percent of the
total census track and then put them
aside. Then they will do what is called
a nonresponse follow-up with the
homes not removed so they have actu-
ally counted 90 percent of the people in
each track. Then they will conduct
60,000 simultaneous polls to estimate
the other 10 percent in each census
track.

This has never been tried before. The
scope of this experiment is simply
breathtaking. When you see a poll in
the New York Times or CNN or USA
Today the pollsters typically do one
poll and survey 1,000 or so Americans. I
saw a poll this morning that shows the
President’s approval ratings just went
up again, which really has to make one
question the accuracy of polling. But
what this administration is talking
about doing is 60,000 separate simulta-
neous polls at the same time. It has
never been tried before and the poten-
tial for mistakes and errors is quite
large.

That is just the beginning. After all
this has been completed, they will con-
duct an extensive nationwide poll of
750,000 American households. This is

done to adjust the figures in all 60,000
census tracks. Some tracks will be
added to, some subtracted from, based
on this poll of 750,000 households. This
750,000 survey is called the Integrated
Coverage Measurement or ICM. The ad-
ministration claims the ICM will in-
crease accuracy. That is a huge theo-
retical leap of faith. The Commerce In-
spector General says, ‘‘Because of its
complexity, the ICM is highly vulner-
able. In particular, the survey’s mag-
nitude, quality demands, and tight
schedule all present serious chal-
lenges.’’ He added, ‘‘Estimation associ-
ated with the ICM survey in particular
faces lingering methodological ques-
tions.’’ In other words, it is not at all
clear that the experiment will increase
accuracy at all. We need to work to-
gether and get the most accurate, best
census we can for the year 2000, not
test or try experiments.
f

SALUTING UNIVERSITY OF RHODE
ISLAND MEN’S BASKETBALL TEAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. WEYGAND) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
3 minutes.

Mr. WEYGAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this afternoon with great pride, be-
cause the smallest State in the coun-
try, Rhode Island, has one of the great-
est basketball teams in the country,
the University of Rhode Island. It won
its game just two days ago against one
of the powerhouses of this country, the
University of Kansas, in an outstand-
ing game that pitted a very small,
some people would say even very slow,
untalented basketball team against
one of the giants. A team like Kansas,
that had two first-team all-Americans,
was unbeatable by the critics’ view-
point. Rhode Island did not have a
chance. As a matter of fact, most of
them did not think they had a chance
against a smaller team called Murray
State. But Rhode Island proved them
wrong. They proved their critics
wrong. More importantly, what they
brought to our small State was great
pride.

I am here this morning because as an
alum of the University of Rhode Island,
my daughter also an alumnus and my
son a freshman, we could not be more
happy. All of the people in the State of
Rhode Island, all 1 million people, are
ecstatic about what has happened. We
have proven that small schools are still
alive and doing well in the NCAA. We
have proven that no matter what the
odds may be, no matter how big the
task may be, no matter how big the ob-
stacle, even a small team in a small
State can overcome those. We are ex-
tremely proud of our university, of all
the things that they have become, but
more importantly of their future. We
look forward to Friday evening’s bas-
ketball game against Valparaiso, and
we join with our colleagues over there
to have a celebration on Saturday
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